fc.h. 





11/28/69 


iieer noward. 

More tbi,n tue usutl rush because more tnen the usual to get done too 
soon, so too much heste in response to your 11/25 moiling 

Frazier: Most of ray notes on his N.O* testimony art on I recall 

noting this answer, but 1 era not at all certeUtthet I recalled his eomtrary 
response before the Commission* I believe you ere right, that this is perjury. 

% the way, if you do not hove an official copy of the WR, yon should get one. 

If you cannot get one from tne Government Printing Office for 5*1.00, let me know 
and i’ll try and recall r.here my extra copy thet I got i*. It is better to make 
refe ences to the official copy. 

I am anxious to see what you have on the panel. I have some of their 
letters, but in confidence, meaning I cannot use them. I also have one thing I 
cannot tell anyone. If they told you some of these things, that ould be lovely. 
From what you s*y, they may have told you more, tfhen you erp here egain you way 
want to reed that file. There ere alao some things x picked up thet are not in 
documents I will tell you *bout in pe rson. .. .There are indications iLardley was 
Clark’s "remrod” on this, and there ie no doubt Fisher also acted in a similar 
capacity , not only among toe members of me panel. 

11/23 on shirt slits: we nave to wait, for Gary to find time to tell ' 
us whet he did get to do in dalles. x his is one of the things 1 asked him to check 
on, for it seemed obvious to me. 1 have been waiting a long time for ttB Archives 
to tell me wh ther they will make special pictures for me. I took this up with 
ohnson months ego, but 1 just haven t been in a position to press /it. Whet you 
say of the existing pictures ia irapoftent^ Pending a decision from them, or their 
presistence in silence ^and 1*11 recall this when I get back to the writing), why 
not make up e list of the pictures you think we should hove and insteed of depending 
on the leas clear printed copiee, I’ll get tnem from the .revives (8x10 glossy) 
and lend to you for further study? Your noting of the picture of the JFK neck is 
of one. I think i have several ^ere egsin I think it v/ould be # good idea if orB 
of us could keep a list of such pictures. If 
filed under m II. 


you refer further to this, I’ll have it 
* 


Glad you got the Curry book, 
another con now have. 


,\ 


had alreeay esked for one for you that 

■ ■ : \ 

There ere other pictures similar to that on page 27. I think 1 refer to 
a number in -WII. But we are well past this. I suggest this is e waste of time. 1 
em pretty confident 1 know exactly wheee thet one hit. 1 now here mor- the* I showed 
you on thla. Those on 28 and 29 do meke it possible to compute the height &-f the 
eeet, but that also is now less essential. Now that I teke s good look at the 
one on 31, 1 sey th end of the Newcomb nonsense on the rr cars, sb Dick, think, 
will understand. Sprsgue mey have glossy print. In my heste, I’d missed t ha' bio thee 
In the p. 34 picture. But as you study them, see if you can identify any other thsii 
outer garments, like topcoats, raincoats. Thet is Curry looking on. These may all 
have been in the car when the victims left it...Chtney hes disappear, efl. / 1 ’veAtried 
to find him and my sources have no leads. Ij e is important for other T.sBonsfW't?). If 
you eep looking for such pictures, I’d be interested if one shows i buhlc.t. . . .They 
sent me a print of CE740 made from the print- r version. I’ve asked far o'pe from 
the negative or e glossy, without the screen. ...I think both on'50,were published... 
-heck on 100.... I think Gary hes .iuchmore.... Babushka Isay: do you think she stayed 
ere for 10 minutes? It la possible to compare her! in this another pihefc films. 




